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Remarks 

la the pre^t RCE, fhiee claims (1» 12^ and 13) are amended. No n«w maltt^r is 
entered. Claims l*-23 are presented for examination. 

L Claim Rejections: 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1-23 are rejected under 33 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable ovler 
USPN 6J60»413 (hereafter Cannon) In view of USPN 6,647,107 (hereafter Hoir^r) 
Applicants respectfully traverse* 

To establish a prima focie case of obviousness, three basic c^teria must b^ ^et. 
First, there must be some suggestion or motivatLon, either in the lefercnces themaslves djr 
in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in ^ art to modify l|h4 
reference or to combine reference teadungs. Second^ fliere must be a leasonsble 
e^cpectation of success. Finally^ the prior art dted must teach or suggest all the cUui|n 
limitations. See 'MJP.EJP,^ 2143. 

Applicants assert that die rqfection does not satisfy the criteria M.P.E.P. § 2 : .43. 
Applicants |»rovide exaaaples of these deficiencies with regard to tiie independent claims 
(1» 12, 13, St 23). Ofht^ deficiencies exist as well, and Applicants 4o not waive the |ight 
to assert such deficiencies. 

Claim 1 recites numerous limitations Ifaat are not tat^ or suggested in CM^n fp, 
view of Hoirer, By way of example, daim 1 recites (emphasis added): 

associated with said call-processing means, sensing means for 
providing real-time information signals indicative of real-time 
activity of plural persons that are proximate said oall- 
I^cessing means, 

wherein said call-processing means conveys said information 
signals to a caller on a call into said input-output port prior to 
putting the call throi^ to said tdecommunieatlons device* 



p. 10 



PAGE 10/17 ' RCVD AT 11/3/2005 12:16:27 PM [E^^^^ 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



Nov 03 2005 i2:21PM HP IP GROUP FAX 



281-514-8332 



p. 11 



Serial No,; 10/054,028 
RCE to FOA of 08/05/2005 

Nowhere does Cannon and/or Horrer teach or disdose a sensing means th it 
provides signals indicative of real-time activity of jdural penona that are proximate 
the caU-processizig means. Further, claim 1 recites fhat this infonnatian is providid prlo|r 
to putting the call fiirou^ to the teteoonummicatiotts device. 

Camion teaidies that local call related information can be provided to a caller (sa i 
col. 4, lines 21-27). This infozmation indudes information of a single called person, 
namely the identity of the person who answered the phone. Cannon teaches: 

Examples of eixtQmal devices 1 94 include, but in no way limited 
to, device capable of fingerprint identification, voice recognition, 
etc., to specifically identiiy flie person who answered the called 
telq>hone. (Emphasis added: col. 5, lines 31-34), 

Nowhere does Cannon teach or suggest a sensing means tiiat ptovides kifi^nkattcja 
of real-time activity of **plunil persons that are proximate*' tlie call-ptocessing me an s 
Cannon only teaches providing infomiation of the.peison who answers the tdeph >n e calt- 

Further, daim 1 redteslfaat the infohnaiion is provided prior to putting th<^ 
throu^ to the telecommimicationa device. Cannon expressly teadies away fiom ^hi|s 
daim Ihnitatioa Cannon teaches: 

Upon oomieedoii of a telephone call between the callixig 
party and the called parly, the callee xdated inforaciation 
transmitter 130 transmits the local call related information 187 
. regarding some aspect of the called party bade to the calling party. 
(Bntphasis added: col. 5, lines 16-20) 

Thus, in Older for Cannon to transmit the voice recognition or ftogerprint 
information of the callee^ the person bdng called must first answer the phone (se^ also 
Cannon at col. 4, Unes 21-26). The teadiing of Cannon is in dixect contrast to the 
limitations of claim 1 that recites conveying the infonnation prior to putting the c^ 
tibrough to said teleconmmnicatlons device. 
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The Office Action dtes col. 3, lines 1-10 and arguea that Cannon teaches thit ttic 
callee rdated infonnation can be transmitted to the caller, before the called party 4n$weTi 
the incoming phone call. Applicants lespectfully axgue that the Examiner is 
misconstruixvg Cannon. Specifically, Cannon expresdy teaches that die called par^|s 
phone number can be returned to tfie caller using traditional caller ID techniques (s^ oo 
3t lines 11-17). However, the voice recognition of the called party or the fingerpri m 
recognition of the called party can only be captured once the called party answers the 
plione (i.e.» "^ipon connecdon of the telephone call betivem the calling party and w 
called party." See ooL 4^ lines 21-26 and coL 5, lines 17 •34). 

For at least diese reasons, claim 1 is allowable over Cannon in view of HotErlsr. A 
dependent claim inherits the Umitalions of the base clainou Thus, for at least the re isons 
given in connecdon with independent claim 1, bH dependent claims depending mfn . 
daim 1 are also allowable over Cannon in view of Hotrer. 

Claim 12 

C3aim 12 recites numerous limitations that are not taught or suggested in (pa^inos 
in view of Horrer. By way of example^ claim 12 recites (emphasis added): 

real time information storage device for oollecting and storing 
data representative of current activity of plural people proximate 
and rdative to each said telecommunications device and 

a processing device ... for transmitting said data to said first 
known location prior to routing said Incoming call to said 
second known locodon. 

Nowhere does Cannon and^or Hoirer teach or disclose collecting and stori^ data . 
representative of current activity of plural people proximate and relative to eadi 
telecommunications devica Further^ claim 12 recites that the processing device tr^mit^ 
the data prior to routing the inoonung call to fhe second known location. 

For at least the reasons given in connection with claim 1 daim 1 2 is aUo^ai^le 
over Caimon in view of Horrer, . 
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Claim 13 

Claim 13 recites numerous lunitatioiis fhat are not taught or suggested in C^imiot 
in view of Hotrer. By way of example, daim 13 recites (enqshasis added); 

obtaining ]^-tixnie infomiation Kgd^^ 
proximate said dovioe; 

transmitting said real-time information to said caller prior to 
placing the Incoming call througli to the telecommunications 
dflvlca. 

Nowiiere does Cannon mii/m Hoircr teach or disclose obtaining real-time 
infcxrmation regarding the environment proximate said device. Tlie Office Action ciltes 
Cannon and states: ''sensing means (detector/receivar 13 and callee related in&mWion 
transmitter 130y* (see OA^ pages 2-3). Applicants reqpecitfiilly disagree. 

Tho detector/recdver 13 in Cannon is not for obtaining real-time infomLa|ti<in 
regarding the environment proximate a device^ In fact, the detector/receiver 13 dc et not 
even obtain Information regarding the environment at alL Cannon expliddy disc^ssles thb 
iunction of the detector/receiver 13: 

A call information detector/receiver 1 3 is connected to the 
telephone line intcr&ce 1 2 to receive call related infbrmation with 
respect to an incoming telephone call, e.g.. Caller ID information 
The call related infomiation can include, e.g., a telephone number, 
a personal name and/or a business name associaied widi the 
incoming telephone call or conierence call partidpanL (Col. 3^ 
lines 52-57). 

Thus, the detector/receiver 13 is connected to the telephone line interface 12 to 
receive caller ID infoxmation. Cannon does not teacih or sug^st that tiiie detector/ ro >eivdr 
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1 3 is for obtaining real-time information resaiding the envitomnent proximate sa|d 
device. Cannon reiterates the function of the detectcn/receiver 13: 

A call related infimnation detector/receiver 13 is connected to the 
telephone line intoface 1 12 to receive call related infomiotion with 
respect to an incoming telephone call, e.g.. Caller ID infomiatLcm, 
(Col. 4. lines 59-63). . 

Applicants further respectfully request that the temis of a daim be given tb4ir 
plain meaning (see MP£P 2111.01). In this r^gardi Mendam- Webster Online dictio^axy 
fwww.mmiam-wcfbster, com^ provides the following definition for environment 

1 : the drcumstanoea, objects, or conditions by which one is 
surrounded* 

Nowhere does Cannon in view of Hbrrer teach or suggest obtaining real-t^e 
information regarding the environment proximate said device. 

Further, claim 13 recites that the information is transmitted to the caller p]|ic{r to 
placing the call fbrou£^ to the teleconmLunications device. Cannon expresaly teacjh^ 
away fiom this claim limitation. Cannon teaches: 

tJpon connection of a telephonjc call between die calling 
party and the called party, the callee related infomtation 
transmitter 130 transmits the local call rdated information 187 
regarding some aspect of the called party bade to the calling party. 
(Emphasis added: col. 5^ lines 16-20> 

Thus, in order for Cannon to transmit the voice recognition or fingerprint 
infomiation of the callee, the peirson being called must first answer the phone (se^ a!lso 
Cannon at coL 4, lines 21-26). The teadiing of Cannon is in direct contrast to the 
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limitations of claim 13 that recites transmitting the infoiznation prior to placing ptf 
Incomtng call througli to the telccommunkationa device. 

For at least thesq reasons, claim 13 is allowable over Cannon in view of Itoirer. A 
dependent claim inherits the lixnitadons of the base daim. Thus, for at least the re as ona 
given in connection with independent claim 13, all d^endent claims d^yendlng f :a» 
claim 13 are also allowable over Cannon in view of Horter, 

Claim 23 

Claim 23 recites numerous limitations that axe not taug^ or suggested in <babno£ 
in view of Horrer* By way of exan4>lc» claim 23 recites (emphasis added): 

itionitoring said first location for current activities within a 
known proatSxkiity to said first lo cation; 

prior to connectliig said call to said telecommmiicafticnis 

device^ transmitting a signal representative of said current 
activities to said second location using a second protocol. 

Nowhere does Cannon and/or Hbirer teacb or disclose the above-emphasi; se 1 
limitations. First, claim 23 recites that the infinrnation is trananitted pri<^ to conisec ting 
the call to the telecommunications device. Cannon expressly teaches away from tpis^ 
dai^i^ limitation. Cannon teaches: 



Upon connection of a telephone call between the eaOii^ 
party and the called party, the callee related information 
tzansmitter 130 transmits the local call related information 187 
regarding some aspect of ^e called party back to die calling party. 
(Emphasis added: col. 5, lines 16-20) 

Thns, in order for Cannon to transmit the voice recognition or fingoprint 
information of the callee, die person being called must first answer the phone (scc| af so 
Cannon at col. 4, lixles 21-26). The teaching of Cannon is in direct contrast to the 
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limitadons of claim 23 that recites transmitting the inforniation prior to conaecd^^ the 
call to the telecommunlcatf ons device* 

Second^ claim 23 racitas monitoring a first location ibr cuxrent activities ^iMn a 
known proximity to the fixst location. The OfiSce Action dtes Cannon and states 
'^sensing means (detector/receiver 13 and callee related inforniation transmitter 1^0]|" (s^e 
OAp pages 2-3). Applicants respectfiilly disagree. 

The detector/recdvo: 1 3 in Cannon is not for monitoring a first location 
cuiFeDt activities within a known proximity to the fixst location. In fact, the 
detector/receiver 13 does not even momtor a location of any activities at alL Camjc^i 
explicitly discusses the function of the detedor/receiver 13: 

A call information detectoi/iecetvinr 13 is connected to the 
telephone line interface 1 2 to receive call rdated infiimiatioh with 
respect to an incoming telephone call, e.g.. Caller ID infimnation. 
The call related inforniation can include, e.g., a telephone nmnber, 
a personal name and/or a business name associated witii the 
incoming telephone call or conierence call partidpant< (Col. 3» 
lines 52-57), 



Thus, the detector/receiver 13 is connected to the telephone line interface 112} to 
receive call v ED infonnation. Cannon docs not teach or suggest that tiie detector/ 
13 is for monitoring a first location for ciurent activities within a knofwn proximitjyr to tfa< > 
first location. Cannon reiterates the function of the detecitor/receiver 13: 

A call rdated information detedoi/receiver 13 is connected to the 
telephone line interface 112 to receive call rdated inforniation witii 
respect to an incoming telephone call, e.g., CsUbt JD inforniation. 
(Col. 4. lines 59-63). 
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Applicants ftorther respectfully request that the terms of a daiod be givm thdr 
plain meaning (see MPEP 21 11.01). In this r^aid, Meniam-W^stcr Online dic4opaQr 
rwww-memam-wehater.csom^ provides the foUowlng definition for aetivf ty: 

1 ; the quality or state of being active 
2 : vigcTOUs or energedc actim : i.TVEMftess 

Nowhere does Cannon in view of Horrer teach or suggest monitoring a fiijst 
looaixon ior current activities within a known pioximity to the first location. 

For at least Ihese reasons,' daim 23 is sllowable over Cannon in view of ^o|rer. 



for 



Philip 



CONCLUSION 

In view of the above> Applicants believe all pending claims are in conditU^n 
allowance. Allowance of these claims is respectfully requested. 

Any inquiry regarding this Amendment and Response should be directed io 
S. Lyien at Telephone No. (281) 514-8236, Facsimile No. (281) 514-8332. In ad^^on, 
all correspondence should continue to be directed to the following address: 



Hewlett-Packard Company 
Intellectual Property Administration 
P.O- Box 272400 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80527-2400 




znittcd 



Philips.] 
Reg. No. 40,709 
Ph: 281-514-8236 



CERTIFICATE UNDBR37 QF.R. l.B 
Thd imdarfigned lied«by cttrdf!ififl th&t this paper or papm, as ciescribed )imrLis being transmitted to 
Patent snd Trademark Office fecsimiknimiber 571-273-8300^ tlus_ZS?!^y ofNo/cmber, 200^* 




Nama: Csirie McKerley 
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